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1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

2. Claims 46-48 and 51 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
U.S. Patent No. 6,221,244 to Yassin (see figures; columns 2-3). Referring to Figures 1 
and 2, Yassin teaches a swimming pool water treatment system, wherein a device 24, 
having a water treatment material 58, is placed in a pool or housing 10, completely 
below a water line 22. Water in the housing 22 is allowed access to the water treatment 
material 58 through openings 64, which act as inlets and outlets for the water. The 
device 24 is supported by a wall of the housing, where it is attached by a suction cup. 
Since a suction cup is not a rope or "tether", the device is considered to be "untethered" 
as recited in instant claim 1. 

3. Claims 57, 58 and 60 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by U.S. Patent No. 6,221,244 to Yassin (see figures; columns 2-3). Referring to Figures 
1 and 2, Yassin teaches a device for introducing a chemical into a swimming pool, 
wherein a container 24, having a water treatment material 58, is placed in a pool or 
housing 10, completely below a water line 22. Water in the housing 22 is directed into 
container 24 to access the water treatment material 58 through openings 64. 

4. Claim 62 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Yassin (see 
above). Yassin teaches a water treatment device described above, comprising a suction 



Application/Control Number: 10/682,596 Page 3 

Art Unit: 1724 

cup 44 on a surface of the container 24, for supporting the container 24 on a wall of pool 
housing 10. 

5. Claim 63 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Yassin (see 
above). Yassin teaches a water treatment device that is used as described above. The 
water treatment device of Yassin comprises chlorine tablets, which are not disclosed as 
being buoyant or able to float in the water, and which are known in the art of pool 
treatment to have insufficient buoyancy to float in the water. 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 49 and 50 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Yassin as applied to claim 46 above, and further in view of U.S. Patent No. 
6,224,779 to Spector or U.S. Patent No. 6,254,894 to Denkewicz et al. Yassin 
discloses the swimming pool water treatment system described above. The claims differ 
from Yassin by reciting that the device includes a metal ion yielding water treatment 
material (claim 49), which is silver chloride (claim 50). Yassin discloses a chlorine tablet 
for water treatment. 

Spector and Denkewicz et al. both disclose materials for treating water in a 
swimming pool comprising silver chloride as an alternative to chlorine. Both Spector and 
Denkewicz et al. disclose the use of silver chloride, a known bactericide and algaecide, 
for inhibiting the growth of microorganisms such as algae in swimming pools. It would 
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have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art of pool water treatment, at the time 
the present invention was made, to have substituted the chlorine tablets of Yassin for 
silver chloride, in view of Spector and Denkewicz et al., in order to inhibit the growth of 
algae in the swimming pool being treated. 

8. Claims 52, 55 and 56 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Yassin (see above) in view of U.S. Patent No. 4,801,376 to Kulitz. Referring to 
Figures 1 and 2, Yassin teaches a swimming pool water treatment system comprising a 
pool housing 10 supporting a volume of water, a water treatment device 24, having a 
water treatment material 58 therein, wherein the device is below a water line of the 
water volume, and the device 24 is a container having passages 64, acting as inlets and 
outlets for directing water into contact with the treatment material 58. The claims differ 
from Yassin by reciting that the device is both free standing and supported by the 
housing (claim 52). 

Although Yassin shows the device 24 to be supported by a wall of the housing 
10, and not free standing as recited in claim 52, Yassin discloses in column 4 that the 
device may be attached to the automatic sweeper for the swimming pool instead of 
being attached to the wall surface. Kulitz discloses an automatic sweeper for a 
swimming pool, which is free standing and supported by the pool floor. If the device of 
Yassin is placed in the sweeper of Kulitz, the sweeper may be considered a container 
having a passage for directing water to be in contact with the treatment material of 
Yassin, wherein the container is free standing and supported by the swimming pool 
housing as recited in the instant claims. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art, at the time the present invention was made, to have placed the device of 
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Yassin within the sweeper of Kulitz, thus providing a free standing treatment device as 
recited in instant claim 52, because Yassin suggests using the device with an automatic 
pool sweeper. 

9. Claims 53 and 54 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Yassin in view of Kulitz as applied to claim 52 above, and further in view of Spector 
or Denkewicz et al. (see above). Yassin and Kulitz disclose the swimming pool water 
treatment device and sweeper, respectively, described above. The claims differ from 
Yassin and Kulitz by reciting that the system includes a metal ion yielding water 
treatment material (claim 53), which is silver chloride (claim 54). Yassin discloses a 
chlorine tablet for water treatment. 

Spector and Denkewicz et al. both disclose materials for treating water in a 
swimming pool comprising silver chloride as an alternative to chlorine. Both Spector and 
Denkewicz et al. disclose the use of silver chloride, a known bactericide and algaecide, 
for inhibiting the growth of microorganisms such as algae in swimming pools. It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art of pool water treatment, at the time 
the present invention was made, to have substituted the chlorine tablets of Yassin for 
silver chloride, in view of Spector and Denkewicz et al., in order to inhibit the growth of 
algae in the swimming pool being treated, and to use these tablets within the sweeper 
of Kulitz for the reasons described above. 

10. Claim 59 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Yassin 
(see above). Yassin discloses the device for introducing a chemical into a swimming 
pool as described in the above rejection of claim 57. Claim 59 differs from Yassin by 
reciting that the device is below a water line of a water volume in a spa or hot tub. 
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It is submitted that it is well known in the art of water purification devices that 
devices for adding a treatment material to a swimming pool are also used for treating 
spas and hot tubs. Although Yassin does not specifically mention the use of his device 
in a spa or hot tub, one of ordinary skill in the art of pool water treatment, at the time the 
present invention was made, would have been motivated to use the device of Yassin in 
a spa or hot tub, because spa and hot tub water is treated by the same methods and 
devices used to treat swimming pools. 

1 1 . Claim 61 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Yassin 
as applied to claim 57 above, and further in view of Kulitz (see above). Yassin discloses 
the device described above in the rejection of claim 57. Claim 61 differs from Yassin by 
reciting that the device is free standing. 

Although Yassin shows the device 24 to be supported by a wall of the housing 
10, and not free standing as recited in claim 61, Yassin discloses that the device may 
be attached to the automatic sweeper for the swimming pool. Kulitz discloses an 
automatic sweeper for a swimming pool, which is free standing. If the device of Yassin 
is placed in the sweeper of Kulitz, the sweeper may be considered a container allowing 
water to be in contact with the treatment material of Yassin, wherein the container is 
free standing as recited in the instant claim. It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art, at the time the present invention was made, to have placed the 
device of Yassin within the sweeper of Kulitz, thus providing a free standing treatment 
device as recited in instant claim 61, because Yassin suggests using the device with an 
automatic pool sweeper. 
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12. Claim 64 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Yassin 
as applied to claim 63 above, and further in view of Kulitz (see above). Yassin discloses 
the device described above in the rejection of claim 63. Claim 64 differs from Yassin by 
reciting that the container is submerged to the bottom of the housing. 

Although Yassin shows the device 24 to be supported by a wall of the housing 
10, and submerged to the bottom of the pool as recited in claim 64, Yassin discloses 
that the device may be attached to the automatic sweeper for the swimming pool. Kulitz 
discloses an automatic sweeper for a swimming pool, which is submerged to the pool 
floor. If the device of Yassin is placed in the sweeper of Kulitz, the sweeper may be 
considered a container allowing water to be in contact with the treatment material of 
Yassin, wherein the container is submerged to the bottom of the pool. It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time the present invention was 
made, to have placed the device of Yassin within the sweeper of Kulitz, thus providing a 
device submerged to the bottom of a housing as recited in instant claim 64, because 
Yassin suggests using the device with an automatic pool sweeper. 

1 3. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Betsey Hoey whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
1158. The examiner can normally be reached on Mondays, Tuesdays, and Thursdays. 
The examiner's supervisor, Mr. Duane Smith, may be reached at (571) 272-1 166. Any 
inquiry of general nature may be directed to the Group receptionist at (571) 272-0987. 
The centralized fax number for the Group is (703) 872-9306. The examiner Rightfax 
number is (571) 273-1158. 
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